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Compulsory REVISIONcomments Not substantial and impact enough to be considered as a journal.This article may appropriate as a proceedings. Major weaknesses:
 Contributions not stated properly/not given
 What is new?
 Too little citations/references, indicate literature review notcomprehensive enough
 Section 2.1 cannot be understand
 No literature or empirical evidence on all the models used
 Reader unable to understand why this study is so important,apart for the particular country?
 Two aims stated but seems the second aim was not achieved(missing in the write up)
 Research method not robust, not structured, no reference withprior study
 Results – only descriptive? Any other more scientific statisticalanalysis?It is recommended the author to affiliate or co-author withsomeone who got experience in publishing journal with impactfactors.

Minor REVISION comments
Optional/General comments Too many deficiencies.
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